KING JAMES'S MEMOIRS
Lift claims to be based on the Memoirs. The episodes and
transactions recorded in the Nairne Papers, whether great or
trivial, are those which figure with disproportionate promin-
ence in the Life. Evidently Dicconson had the Nakne Papers
before him at the time when he was working up the King's
memoirs into the Life.
When the historian Hume went to Paris as Secretary to
the British Embassy he, though a Protestant, was allowed,
on account of his renown, access to the papers in the Scots
College, which were perhaps by then no longer so jealously
kept secret. In the 1770 edition of his History he added in a
note that
From the humanity and candour of the Principal of the Scots
College in Paris he was admitted to peruse James IFs Memoirs,
kept there. They amount to several volumes, of small folio,
all writ with that Prince's own hand and comprehending the
remarkable incidents of his life, from his early youth till near
the time of his death.
This is generally accepted as indisputable evidence that the
manuscripts which Hume perused were the Memoirs and not
the Life. But he left behind no transcripts. He surveyed
but he kept no record.
We may dismiss briefly, as irrelevant or redundant for our
purposes, the labours of James Macpherson. This gentleman,
a Tory Member of Parliament and a paid supporter of King
George III, having purchased from Mr Jernegan access to
Mr Carte's collection of manuscripts, and having read and
made extracts of his own from the Life in the Scots College,
published in 1775 his so-called Original State Papers. Macpher-
son has been proved to have garbled his extracts and to have
shown prejudice against the leaders of 1688. His conduct in
respect of the Ossian poems, another of his literary exploita-
tions, shows him capable of deliberate, elaborate, and well-
executed forgery. Certainly his description of the Nairne
Papers as " original" is misleading, and his repeated references
to the Life as having been " written in the king's own hand " are
untrue.
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